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hr* uaymonu h. houlonger, Assistant 
to the General counsel 
iXi parting ut of the xoiay 
Washington, b*C* 2U310 

hear ii r. houlanger, 

in uuu of itself, your letter of the 16th is incredible, especially coiuin g from a man 
in your position* Aside from proper requests to which you haVr. , after a year, yet to make 
proper response, you say, on tne one hand with regard to my request uuaer h U.^.C. 5j2 
for tiie public information provided by ^ t xiea i 'owell of Army Intelligence, ’lor. xowcll did 
not file a report, picture or other information v.ith *wrmy Intelligence" unu then refer me 
to "those agencies which you oulieve might have custody of the docuimnts in question. " 

*ore thi.^j not bad enough, you then mi interpret the language o. the Attorney Generali 
'‘Omorandum on this law which I cite^ to you from page 24 to say tluit all it cubes is require 
"referral of an improperly adaroaoed requout to the proper agency" l emph. auuudj. There is 
no such language nor any that can be tortureu into such a meaning* It says, to the contrary, 
tiiat if an agency to which the request is made is not tho one"mhoso interest in tlio record is 
paramount", theii the .gen cy to which th. request is ixido choula make referral to tnat wMch 
in its opinion does have this "paramount" interest, The „nny is the oiiginuting agency* I think 
this means it ic t)ie agency of "paramount" interest* ^'uus, aau particularly to avoid the 
year-long uolay to wiach x iiuve bean su ejected dospj-te the clear language of the law, I 
made my request oi tJio Army* If you for reasons not apparent feel you are no longer the 
agency of paramount interest, the la places tli<, repponsibility ior referring uy request 
squarely on you. The language you so grossly distorjr further specifics tiiat you are prohibited 
under the law from "encumbering" my "puth with procedural obstacles", and on this this 
legislative history is more specific still* The applicant haB no way of knowing such things 
as where all copies have been deposited, where they lrnve beesa 3 toreu, etc* 

If you crui.ot cite the law correctly, on what can your word be taken? dither you or 
some subordinate simply io untruthful* ml or Howell first reported to his superiors by phone, 
then "worked with tho hherifl^s .Deputies" and then "submitted a report of Ms activities" 
which, ac online to the becrot dorvice report from wMch 1 quute, "will be available to this 
of lice upon request." The person quoted is nr* Howeili* Was thu i.nny going to give the 
Secret Service a non-existent report? Tho Hal war given nr. Howell • s picture or pictures by 
it* Col. K.d.Boyd, itegion 2, Army Intelligence, the superior to wiiom Hr* Cowell made 
delivery. Hr. Howell used a 35mw Minolta camera loaded with Aodachrtoe a film hich was 
"proces ed at tho cardinal Card and Camera -•core" , according to Hdl reports I have* 

Will yuu please see to it that the lies arc stopped artu tnat the law is at Ion , last 
complied with an" tiiat 1 am given promptly tiiat for wiiich ± have been waiting for more timn 
a year? Or must 1m r-nort to the co arts and expose all ol* this sorry record there just to get 
public information somebody thinks he f d like to suppress? 



>.ith regard to the spying on me, you are evasive alia uupersuasive. lour langu age 
hinges upon the meaningless words, "those personnel presently available ". further qualified 
by an interpretation made by undeocribed personnel 01* no cited coupe t unco to wake the 
decision, "who tui^ht have some knowledge" (emph. adaod). 

*hat does presently available mean? not in the United states? Ho longer in the 
service? There is npjydy not presently available to you but the dead, so 1 again renew 
ciy request, with what i hopo is not th. forlorn hope, that th© iwrmy, having so seriously 
transgressed against any c oncept of law, froedom and decency, will at last make an 
effort to purge itself. 



±£eg-/.ntly. available to youx, for example, are all former employees or agent;; of 
^rmy intelligence who conducted this kina of anti-Ame icon spying on private citizens. 

Uhcn you tell me tliat you have had thorn questioned, especially tiiose who, sickened at 
what they liad been airoctou to do, spoko out about it, *oiu tliat each one soys he has no 
Knowledge of it, there will be better basis for crediting anything you say. 

as of now, your ore incorrect in saying "there appears to be no basis mi.: little 
. r e ason tegutay'' , for as of now, there is little reason to beliov. that 

the Army has done anything but sliam an inquiry. Together with the utterly false repres- 
entations made to/anda or by you in the Cowell matter, there is, in fact, a more reasonable 
basis for assuming your choice of evasive ana inconclusive language is not accidental, 
and tliat tlie Army can come up with the definitive response you have yet to make. 



Uincerely, 



Harold wuisborg 



'twmSmfcb* 
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